Obfervations on a Deed in Latin and Saxon, of 
Odo, Bijbop of Baieux, half Brother of William the 
Conqueror: by the Rev. Samuel Pegge. 


Read at the Society of Antkutajuis, Not. 21, 1765. 


T HIS deed, which is copied from a fine Chartuhry in Sir 
Edward Dering's library, is curious both for the inftru- 
ment itfelf, and the feal. It was perufed by our famous Ken- 
tilh antiquary Mr. John Philipot, who tells us, in his account 
of VVickam-Brews [a], that, “ in the twentieth year of “ Wil- 
“ liam the Conqueror, Odo, bifhop of Baion, and earl of Kent, 
“ held this place of the gift: of his half brother, which was 
“ that prince; and Trendley Park, adjoining there, was a corn- 

fa] Philipot, Villare Cintiinum, p»g. 361. 
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“ pofitlon between the archbifhop and this man, for certain land 
“ of the fair! archbifhop, to be iticlofcd, and included within the 
“ faid park at Trendlcy: which fignifies thus much unto„us, 
“ that Woodflock, which boafts itfelf to be the firft inclofcd 
“ park of England^], was not fo ancient as this at Treudley.” 

This paragraph, however, is pregnant with millakes; for firft, 
if I underftand the author’s meaning, (for he has by no means 
exprefled himfelf clearly) it is here aflerted, that the whole and 
entire Park at this place was the fubjett of the compofition, as he 
calls it, or exchange, between Odo and archbifhop Lanfranc; but 
upon the flighteft infpeflion of the inftrument it appears quite 
otherwife, v/z. that Odo had already a park here, but that the 
archbifhop having 25 acres of land lying within it, he procured 
them of him, by giving him other lauds in exchange. 2dly, 
He calls Odo bilhop of Baiou, inftead of Baieux, a city of Nor- 
mandy. jdly. He reprefents this park at Trendley as an in- 
doled one; and 4thly, He refers the deed to the 20th of the 
Conqueror’s reign, both which will be found in the fcquel to 
be miflakes. 

The deed is both in Latin and Saxon; the Latin part, which 
in the before-mentioned Chartulary is written in a common 
modern round hand, runs thus: “ Odo Baiocenfis ep’s Lanfranco 
*< archiep’o, et Hammoni vicecomiti, et omnibus Canturienlib. 
“ regis fidclib. falute’. Notum fit vobis, q’d ego O. Baiocenfis 
<< ep’s, et comes Cantie, nofire matri que in honore Sc’e Trinitatis 
“ exftru&a eft Canturienfi ecc’le trado has quatuor dennas terre, 
“ videlicet Loflenhamu’ et Adelardcndena’ et Blacccota’ et Ac- 
“ dena’, a do’no Lanfranco archie’po, et om’ib. fucceflorib. ej. 
“ perpetuo ufu poffidendas, pro redemptiotie domini mci Guil- 
“ elmi regis Anglorum, et mee et eorum dc quorum falute fpe- 
«« cialit. injunflu’ eft michi p’ curare, et p’exca’bio XX. et V. 
“ acrar. terre que infra parcum meum dc Wikeham continentur.” 

[S] Dugd, Bar. 1 . 69. 
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The Saxon part being an ofitrait, the original inftrument is en- 
graved on the oppofite page. 

The firft thing remarkable in the inftrument is, that it is given 
in two languages; the Saxon is not the tranflation of the Latin 
made after the execution of the deed, nor the Latin of the Saxon; 
but both are originals. And this, it feems, was the cuftom at 
this time, and during the reigns of the firft Norman kings, 
as appears from feveral originals in the pofiellion of Mr. 
Aftle[c], and others. In the Textus RofFenfis, pag. 141. you 
have an inftrument of the Conqueror's in Latin, with the Saxon 
following. Indeed, in the copy Mr. Hearne printed from, the 
Saxon part is omitted ; but in my MS. tranfeript of that book, 
made under the infpeftion of Mr. William and Mrs. Elizabeth 
Elftob, the Saxon is inferted, pag. 105. and it is alfo printed in 
Mr. Wharton’s Anglia Sacra, vol. I. pag. 336. And in the old 
Regifter or Chartulary of the church of Lincoln, lately recovered 
to that fee by my moft valuable friend the prefent bifhop, an in- 
ftrument of William the Conqueror is entered in Latin, but in 
the margin is written, “ Item alia -charta Anglice feripta conti- 
“ netur in eadem.” The Latin here was neceflary, becaufe the 
principal parties, Odo and the Archbi (hop, were both Normans, 
(as likewife was Hamo the fheriff), and probably underftood not 
the Saxon tongue : but the king’s fubjefts being in general at 
that time Saxons, for that reaftin it was drawn up likewifi: in that 
language. And hence, in after-times, charters were direfted “ et 
“ Francigenis et Anglis.” But for the further illuftration and 
confirmation of this, it is very neceflary here to remark, that, 
from the time of king Aclfred, it was cuftomary amongft the 
Saxons to ilTue their charters in both the French and the Saxon 
character, from whence it was a very ea(y tranfition to apply 
more tongues than one. Obferve the words of Ingulphus : “ Dc- 
“ tuleram chartas etiam Edredi quondam regis, et ref- 

[f] The fell in thofe charters arc not pendent at the bottom, but affixed to the 
left fide of the charter. 

A 2 


" tauratoris 


4 


Mr. Pegge on a Deed of OJo, Bi/hop of Baicux. 

“ tauratoris noftri, ac Edgari regis noftri confirmatoris, et alio- 
“ ruin regum Anglorum port cos fuccedentium ufque ad hacc 
“ tcinpora noftr.i, quc partial duplicate tam Gallica manu, quarn 
“ Saxonica fcribcbanmr [</]." And in Henry Ill’s time, the fen- 
tence of excommunication again ft the infringers of Magna Charta 
is dirc&cd to be publifhed both in Englilh and Frencli [r^. 
Thus, therefore, the deeds being twins, but in efFedt one, a com- 
ment upon one will ferve for an illuftration of the other. 

Canturiensibus.] This gentile noun is here, and below, 
formed after a poetical manner; and in the fame fliape you will 
find it in a metrical infeription cited by Mr. Somner in his Anti- 
quities of Canterbury, pag. 126. In profe we have it commonly 
Cantuarienfis. 

Fidelibus.] In the Saxon fejenap, Thcgns, and fee Text. 
RofTenfis in Angl. Sacr. I. pag. 336. 

In honore Sanftae Trinitatis.] For, in honorem. This is 
ufual in inferiptions, as in one in Poftling church. Com. Kent, 
and another in Aflibourn church. Com. Dcrb. both of them an- 
tieut[/]. It occurs alfo in good authors, as Virg. Aen. HI. 406. 
See the excellent Decker ad L. Florum, lib. III. cap. xx. Pitifc. 
ad Q. Curt. lib. IV. cap. ix. § 25. and Joh. Vorftius ad Sulp. 
Sever, de vita Martini, cap. 10. 

Has quatuor Dennas.] This is the word fo frequent in the 
termination of names of places in the Weald of Kent, and fig- 
nifies a low place or valley, from the Anglo-Saxon word ex- 
prefl'ed in the other deed. See alfo the Philof. Tranfadh N° 372 j 
hence the Englifh word den, “ ferarura five, latronum fpelunca.” 
• Meae.] Lege, med. 

Having done with the phralcology and expreftions, I now go 
upon the deed itfelf. The inftrument is undoubtedly genuine; 

fij Ingulphus, pag. 85. 

£r] Arinal. Burton, pag. 333. See the fame annals, pag. 37a. 416. 

-\f\ See alfo Joh. Roflus, pag. 24, 47. 33. 209. So in nmint, ibid. pag. 34. 
Adil Bede, pag. 131. Dugd. Monad. II. pag. 115. III. pag. 320. Mario. Oxon. 
pag. 62. Ann. Burton, pag. 259. 

and 
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and yet John Rous, the Warwick antiquarian, exprefsly tells us, 
pag. 138. that Henry 1 . was the tirlt of our kings that made ufe 
of a fcal of wax. Hut this author certainly errs; for, in Sand- 
ford we have imprefiions of the kind, both by William the Con- 
queror and William Rufus, which no body difputes; not ro mcn- 
tion the teals of Edward the ConfeHor, appealed to by Sir Wil- 
liam Dugdalc [g~], Mr. Carte [ b ], and others. 

The park at Trend ley is mentioned, but without a name, in 
Domefday Book, where, under the title of Terra Epi/cop: Baio- 
eenfis , we read, as I have it from Sir Edward Dering’s extracts 
In Donamesford Hundred. 

Ipe Eps ten* in dnio Wickeham g iv folins fe defedt. Tra e ix cat, 
in diiiofunt n car. & xxxvr vitti cum xxxn cott. hire ix car. Ibi Ecclia, 
& unus pbr qui dat xl fol’ p annum. Ibi unus parcus, & 11 molini de 
1, folid. 8c 11 faline de xxxn denar’ Se in pifearie de ir folid’ & xxxit 
acre prati. Paftnra ad ccc ores, & ad xxxn anim'. Silva gTcr xx 1 * pore. 
T. R. E. ralebat xxv lib. quando rcccp xx life, modo xxx lib. 

It is, neverthelefs, omitted by Mr. Lambarde[/}: and whereas 
Philipot repref'ents it as an inclofure, I muft think he is mif- 
taken; for the archbifhop*s land is not only faid to lie within it 
in our Deed, but is alio faid exprefsly not to be inclofed , in the 
following extract taken from a MS. in the Dering library, inti- 
tuled, “ Index alphabcticus per loca Cantiana et per nomina via. 
“ rorum compofit. ad literas patentes, ad claufa, et ad efcaet. 
“ Turr. London, 1633," where we read as follows: 

♦» Wickham maner. extent, ejnfdcm cum feria ultra aquam 
“ ib’m, et quodam parco non clatt/o , in quo font cc acr. bofei, in 
“ quo maner. heredes Rogcri Daniell, ct aatecelTores fui, &c. 
14 habeut pafturam ad vn boves et cc oves in Greneroedh, et J 
w alibi, et tempore pannagii xx porcos ct unum apruin. Efc. 

“ Hen. 6. N° - - - pod mortem F.d. Com. March.'* So thar,~ 
for aught I know, Wooddock may Hill be the oldcft inclojed park 


[f] Hlft. of Warwickfliire, p. 672, 
£/bj Hift. of England, vol, I. pag. 374, 


£ij Lambardc’s Perambulation, pag. 60. 
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in Engtand, notwitliftanding this of Trcndley (or Trindlega, as 
I have feen it written anciently) was in being fo long before ir. 
The words of John Rous, relating to Woodftock, are thefc, 
fpeaking of Henry II. “ Etiam in Anglia parcum de Woodftock 
“ cum palacio, infra praedi&um parcum, qui parcus erat primus 
“ parcus Angliae, et pro eo fiendo plurcs villac deftruttae funt, ct 
“ continet in circuitu feptem milliaria Anglicana,” Roflus, pag. 
138. The author, by primus here, does not mean (irft in dignity, 
but firft in time, as is evident from thefe words a line or two 
below, “ Hujus rei exemplo ceteri domini imparcaverunt certas 
“ terras fuas.” See Dugd. Warwickftiire, pag. 304. 

As to the date of the inftrument which I confider next, Phi- 
lipot, you fee, fixes it to the 20th of William the Baftard; but 
this cannot be endured, fince Lanfranc and Odo could not pof- 
fibly have any dealings together fo late as A. D. 1086. they be- 
ing then profefled enemies, and Odo then a prifoner in Nor- 
mandy. King William had heaped all manner of honours, 
great pofts, lucrative employments, and vaft pofieflions upon this 
brother of his; but he behaved himfelf fo ungracioufly, fo info- 
lcntly, fo ambitioufly, being faid to afpire not only to the pa- 
pacy [*), but alfo to this crown [/], that, in the year 1082, the 
king found himfelf obliged to put him in prifon. The king 
feized him himfelf in the ifle of Wight; declaring, at the time, 
that he laid hands upon him, not as bilhop of Baieux, which 
would have been invidious, but as Earl of Kent; a diftinftion 
fuggefted to him, as Knyghton cxprefsly informs us [ra], by arch- 
bilhop Lanfranc, who likewifc was the perfon that perfuaded him 
to this a£t[n]. Odo was detained in cuftody in Normandy from 
that time, till within a very ftiort while before the death of his 
brother William; when, obtaining his liberty, but not without 

[i] Lambardc'i Peramb. pag. 60. 

[/) Ibid. p. 151. Rapin, I. pag. 179. 

[m] Knyghton inter X Scriptores, col. 2359. 

fn] Ibid. Sandford Gencalog. Hifl. pag. 40. Lambarde, pag. rji. 
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much folicitation, the brother confenring to his releafe with great 
reludlancy [«], he purfued the archbifhop with the utmoft malice 
and revenge [p]. Lanfranc was made archbifhop in the year 
1070, and confequently, fome time between thefe two dates of 
1070 and 1082, this exchange of land mud have been made be- 
tween the two prelates, and probably about the year 1075. ’Tis 
obfervable, that the ab^>. of Canterbury had no lauds at Wick- 
ham when Domefday Book was made, anno 1085, and that Ham- 
mo, or Hamo, to whom the deed is addrefied, was fheriff of 
this county of Kent in the faid year 1075 ; for Ofward, who was 
fheriff in the time of Edward the Confeflor, had loft that office; 
(which was in thofe days a beneficial employment) and probably 
at the acceftion of the Conqueror, as I learn from the following 
extraft from the record of Domefday, “ Tcftantur quoque quod 
“ Hagelci de ifto m’o ablata eft, que fe defendit p’ dim. folin. 
“ Hanc terram tenebat vicecomes, et quando vicecomitatum amit- 
“ tebat in firma regis remanebat,” & c. [y]. Ofward was a Saxon, 
and, upon the revolution or change of government at the Con- 
queft, was obliged to give way to a Norman fucceffor, thefe im- 
portant places of truft being in general beftowed on the new- 
comers. Hamo, the new fheriff, was Hamo de Crevequer, or 
de crepito cordc, as we are informed by Mr. Philipot, pag. 1 8. 
and certain MS. papers of Sir Edward Dering: he continued 
fheriff all this reign and the next, and is often mentioned as fuch 
in Domefday Book. 

These particulars are all fufficiently clear; there is, however, 
a difficulty in regard of the king’s feizure of Odo, which merits 
fome notice. The king, ’tis faid,confifcated his effects [r] at that 
time, viz. in 1082; but how comes it to pafs then, that Odo has 
fuch vafteftates in Domefday Book, or in 1086? 1 aufwer, either 

[«] Rapin, pag. 180. ct Annot. 

[p] Knjrghton, I. c. Brompton, col. 984. Simeon Duneltn. col. 214. 

[q\ MS. papers of Sir Edward Dering, relating to the (heriffs of Kent. 

[r] Rapin. I. pag. 179. 

the 
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the king did not feize his eftates when he attached his perfon, 
cr, the 1'urvey being begun in 1080, and finifhed and tranferibed. 
in :oS6, this county of Kent was difpatchcd in the firft two 
years, and when the whole was tranferibed from the feveral re- 
turns in 1086, the fetibe had no regard to any alterations that 
might intervene after the returns were made, but took the re- 
turns as he found them. By which means, although the bilhop 
had loft his lands before the record was completed in the manner 
v.c now have it, yet they would neceffarily ftand there inrolled. 
But I incline to the former opinion, namely, that the king did 
not deprive him of his lands; for, had he done that, Odo could 
lcarce have left behind him at his death fuch immenfe wealth as 
he is faid to have done [r]. But enough of this; 1 go on to ob- 
ferve. 

That the church of Canterbury, no.v called Chrift-churcli, 
was at this time facred to the Holy Trinity, appears from 
many places in Domclday Book[/]; and confcquently, when in 
the Saxon part it is called X/nprep cipicean, this has no peculiar 
meaning, but is to be underftood in the common fenfe, all 
churches being in fa& the churches of Chrift. 

And thus having run over the deed, I proceed to the feal, 
which is indeed very curious, and is here ingraved. ’Tis perhaps 
the only feal of Odo this day extant, at leaft it is the only one I 
have ever l'ccn. It may be doubtful, whether it is an obverfe and 
reverfe, as is common in great Teals, or two different feals. I 
incline to the former opinion. In this cafe, Odo is reprefented 
on horfeback with his fword and fpurs, as an earl on one fide; 
.and on the other, ftanding with his crofs or paftoral ftaff as a 
bifiiop. ’Tis the fame perfon on both fides, as appears from the 
tonfuie. Odo had been made bithop of Baieux by his brother, 
and very foon after the Conqueror’s arrival in England was 
created by him carl of Kent; and one caufe of the king’s appre- 

[i] Philipot’s, Lift of Lord Trcafurers. Lambarde, pig 15 1 . 

[/ j Somner, An! iq. of Cantcib, pag. 126. Appendix, N" J. U XL. Battely, 
Cant. Sacr. pag. 11. 13. 
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bending him in the Ifle of Wight, was, as Mr. Lambardc in- 
forms us, his refilling to furrender this county [u\. For the earl- 
doms at this time were not titles of honour only, but places of 
office and truft. And to enumerate on this occaiion the reft of 
his grand titles and offices, he was chief jufticiary of E»gland[w], 
treasurer [.*], conftable of Dover caftlc [y], and in his brother’s 
abfence A. D. 1067 was joined with Fitz-Olbern in the regency 
of the kingdom [2]; he was regent again A. D. 1074 [<;]. The 
immenfe power and grandeur of this prelate is well exprefled in 
thefe words of Ingulphus, pag. 78. “ Inveniens .... archi- 
« epifeopum Lanfrancum, et dominum Odonem epifeopum Baio- 
“ cenfem fratrem uterinum domini regia, ipfumque Cantuariae 
“ comitem, et principem palatii, quorum nutu et conlilio tan* 
«* rex ipfe, quam regnum ejus univerium in omni negotio regc- 
“ batur, caufam mei ad vent us confidenter expofui,” &c. Odo’s 
eftate was prodigious, fince we find from Domefday Book he had 
no lefs than 180, or, as Dr. Brady writes, 184 fees in the county 
of Kent, befides a great many more in others [b~\. He was by- 
nature of a martial difpofition, as is evident from his being em- 
ployed by his brother, anno 1080, to ravage the county of Nor- 
thumberland [cj, and by the flout oppofition he made to his: 
nephew William Rufus in the beginning of his reign [rf]. The- 
diftindion of his epifcopal and civil chara&er is properly ex~ 

[«] Lambarde, Perambulation, pag. 151- 
[u] Rapin, I. pag. 181. in not. 

[*] Philipot, 1. e. 

[jr] Lambarde, pag. 150. MS. Hift. of the Conftablej by Sir Edward Dtring}. 
[as] Rapin, pag. 168. Brompton, col. Dcccciuut. Lambarde, pag. aaa. 

[a] Rapin, pag. 175. et not. 

[4] Id. pag. 172. et not. 

[r] Brompton, col. dcccclxxvu. Simeon Dun. coi. xlvihc 
[rf] Id. col. dcccclxxxiv. dcccclxxxvi. Simeon, co). ccxrv, cdjcvi.. Philipnt* 
pag. 344. Sandford, pag. 20. 
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prefled to us on this fcal, as indeed it might well be; this prelate, 
in his fubferiptions, deferibing himfelf in both his capacities, as an 
ccclefiaftic, and as a lay peer. Thus in the inflrument of accord 
between the archbifhops of Canterbury and York, anno 1072, 
the form runs, “ Ego Odo Baiocenfis epifeopus, et comes Cancie 
“ conf.” [r]. But this matter is finely illuflrated by the fpcech 
of his brother when he arrefled him, for he told him, he did not 
lay hands on him as bifhop of Baieux, but as earl of Kent. All 
the hiflorians take notice of the king’s finefle on this occafion; 
and it is certain, that Odo could make no exception to that dis- 
tinction, fmcc he himfelf made ufe of the like in his fubferip- 
tions, and on his public feal. 

The right hand of the figure is in the poflure of blcfling, as 
bifhops are often drawn. It may be doubted whether it be a crofs 
or apa floral flaff which he holds in his left hand. The Abunah 
of Aethiopia carried a crofs [/]. But there is this following very 
remarkable paflage in Sir Philip Skippon, concerning the Greek 
archbifhop of Philadelphia: “ He had a long flaff, black, and fil- 
“ vered over; the top of it was like a crutch [g].” Skippon looked 
upon it to be a crofier or pafloral flaff, and I am inclined to think 
this of Odo’s to be fuch ; for the impreflion on this fide agrees per- 
fectly with the defeription which Dr. Thoroton gives of a fed 
belonging to the abbey of Felley in Nottinghamfhire; •« there 
“ was alfo another writing with an oblong feal of green wax 
“ hanging at it, the impreflion whereof contained the image of 
“ a certain bifhop (landing in his pontificals, holding his epifcopal 
"■Jiaff in his left hand, and lifting up his right hand to b/efr, the 
“ circumference of it being, Sigillum Gaufridi Dei Gratia Ebor. 
“ Archicp’i. [A].” 

[<] Ingulphus, pig. 92. 

[/] Hamilton's Voy. vol. I. pag. 26. 

[ 1 ] Churchill, Coll, of Voy. V I. pig. 513. 

[);} Antiq. of Nottinghamfhire, pag. 254. 

As 
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As to the infcriptions on this feal, they probably conftituted a 
verfe in rhyme, according to the cuftom of the age, and allufive 
to Odo’s double character as earl and prelate; but the remaining 
letters are too few for one to make even a conjecture about them, 
and therefore I Ihall not attempt it. 

’Tis obfervable, that Odo, in the Deeds, aflumcs only his ec* 
clefiaftical title; and, in his fubfcription, cited above from Ingul- 
phus, he places the cpifcopate before the earldom ; from whence 
it Ihould fecm, that the reverfe of the feal is put where the ob- 
verfe ffiould be, and vice verfa. But, perhaps, fometimes one 
fide of his feal was put firft, and fometimes the other, according 
to the nature of the bufmefs; and this exchange of land being a 
meer fecular affair, and relative to his earldom, propriety re- 
quired that the obverfe fhould exhibit him in that capacity. But 
be this as it will, the reverfes of feals have fometimes been mif- 
taken for the obverfe. 1 (hall give an inftance of this, and there- 
with conclude thefe remarks. We have a feal of the Conqueror's 
in Mr. Speed [/]. Mr. Lewis, in his Diffcrtation on Seals, takes 
the obverfe of it for the reverfe, & v. v. [£]. Mr. Agard, a much 
greater man, has incurred a like error in regard of that king’s 
fly le, into which, 1 think, he was led by the fame mifacceptation 
of the feal; for in Mr. Hearne’s Collection of curious difeourfes, 
pag. 160. fpeaking of William the Conqueror, he fays: “ think- 
« ing himfelf to be a moft happy man to be king over fo worthy 
“ a kingdom, which he placed in his ftyle, and preferred before 
“ his dukedom of Normandy." But the infeription on the fcaL 
may convince any confidcrate reader, that thefe gentlemen are 
both of them miftaken: it runs thus: 

[i‘J See at fo Sand ford’s Gcnealog. Hift. 

[i] Speed and Sandford commit the fame error in their types, but Sandfo/d, in 
his explanation, pag. 5. tak.es it right. 
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“ Hoc Normannorum Willelmum nofce patronum; 

M Hoc Anglis regem figno faccaris eundcra.” 

’Tis plain from the conftruftion, that this is the true order; that 
the title of Normandy is put firft, and confequently, that that 
fide is the obverfe of the feal. As Normandy is placed firft here, 
fo I judge it to be on the feals of William Rufus, Henry 1. &c. 
where our antiquaries. Speed and Sandford, have run into the 
fame error. In (hort, thefe Normans feem to have efteemed the 
dukedom preferable to the kingdom ; for William I. in his dif- 
pofition of thefe ftates, gave Normandy to his eldeft fon. 
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